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Docket No.: PHA 23.875 
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RcCEIVEO 
CSmrWLFAXCBKTER 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFHCE MAR 2 4 2005 

First-Named Inventor: Bulthiu5 et al. Docket No.: PHA 23,875 

Application No.: 09/464,855 Art Unit: 2683 

Date Filed: l6-Dec/l999y' Examiner: D*Agosta, Stephen M. 

Title: HAND-EAR USER INTERFACE FOR HAND HELD DEVICE 

PETmON TO WITHDRAW ABANDONMENT UNDER MPEP SECTION 71 1 .03f c) 

Sir: 

Applicant(s) hereby petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment as 
evidenced by the Notice of Abandonment dated August 6, 2004 (copy attached). 

The holding of abandonment is in error for the following reasons. 

In response to the Office Letter dated January 30. 2003, an Amendment and/or 
Response under 37 CFR §1.111, with credit card authorization to charge any fees due, 
and a Certificate of Mailing, was duly transmitted to the US Patent and Trademark Office 
via facsimile by Applicant's Attorney on April 30. 2003 . An official US Patent and 
Trademark Office Auto-Reply was received by Applicant's Attorney from the Patent 
Office on April 30, 2003 . as evidenced by the attached copy of the Auto-Reply Facsimile 
Transmission. 

Since all acts required of Applicant(s) to accomplish a timely response to the 
Office letter mailed on January 30, 2003, the holding of abandonment was in error, and 
Applicant hereby petitions for its withdrawal. 

I hereby declare that all statements made herein of my ovm knowledge are true 
and that all statements made on information are believed to be true; and further that these 
statements were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the like so 

1 
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made are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of 

the United States Code and that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity 

of the application or any patent issued thereon. 

The Conraiissioner is hereby requested and authorized pursuant to 37 CFR 
§1. 136(a)(3), to treat any concurrent or future reply in this application requiring a petition 
for extension of time for its timely submission, as incorporating a petition for extension 
of time for the appropriate length of time. Please charge any additional fees, which may 
now or in the future be required in this application, including extension of time fees, but 
excluding the issue fee unless explicitly requested to do so. and credit any overpayment, 
to Deposit Account No. 14-1270 . 

Date: Respectfully submitted, 

Bv juikh^ irhi 

Kevin H, Fortin, Reg. No, 35, 140 
Philips Electronics North America Corp. 
1109 McKay Drive, 1VI/S-41SJ 
San Jose, California 95131 
(408)474-9075 

Enclosures: Copy of Abandonment 

13 Copy of Amendment and/or Response under 37 CFR IJ 1 1, as filed 

^ Copy of Auto-Reply Facsimile Transmission 

S Authorization to charge fees to deposit account 14-1270. 
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United States Patent and Trademark. Office 
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Notice of Abandonment 


Application No. 

09/464,855 


Appllcant(s) 
BULTHUIS ET AL. 


Examiner 

Stephen M. D'Agosta 


Art Unit 
2683 





- The MAILING DATE of this communlcaiion appears on the cover sheet with the correspon<fence address-- 



This appBcation is abandoned in view of: 

1. H Applicant's failure 1o timely file a proper reply to the Office letter mailed on 30 January 2003 . 

(a) □ A reply was received on (wfth a Certtficate of Mailing or Transmission dated ), which is after the expiration of the 

period for reply (including a total extension of time of month (s)) which expired on . 

(b) □ A proposed reply was received on . but it does not constitute a proper reply under 37 CFR 1 .1 1 3 (a) to the final rejection. 

(A proper reply under 37 CFR 1 .113 to a final rejection consists only of: (1) a timely filed amendment which places the 
application in condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for 
Continued Examination (RCE) in oompllance with 37 CFR 1.114). 

(c) □ A reply was received on but it does not constitute a proper reply, or a bona fkJe attempt at a proper reply, to the non- 

flnal rejection. See 37 CFR 1.85(a) and 1.111. (See explanation in box 7 below). 

(d) ^ No reply has been received. 

2. □ Applicant's failure to timely pay the required issue fee and publication fee. if applicable, within the statutory period of three months 

from the mailing date of the Notice of Allowance {PTOL-85). 

(a) □ The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, was received on (vwth a Cer<lflcat© of Mailing or Transmission dated 

). which Is after the expiration of the statutory pertod for payment of the issue fee (and publication fee) set In the Notice of 

Allowance (PTOL^S). 

(b) □ The submitted fee of $ is insufflclent. A balance of $ Is due. 

The issue fee required by 37 CFR 1,18 is $ . The publication fee, if required by 37 CFR 1 .18(d). is $ . 

(c) □ The Issue fee and publication fee, If applicable, has not been received. 

30 Applicanf s failure to timely file corrected drawings as required by, and within the three-month period set in, the ISk)tlcd of 
Allowabinty (PTO-37). 

(a) □ Proposed co^ected drawings were received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated ) . which Is 

after the expiration of the period for reply. 

(b) □ No corrected drawings have been received. 

4. □ The letter of express abandonment which is signed by the attorney or agent of record, the assignee of the entire interest, or all of 

the applicants. 

5. □ The letter of express abandonment which is signed by an attorney or agent (acting In a representative capacity under 37 CFR 

1 .34(a)) upon the filing of a continuing application. 

6. □ The decision by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interference rendered on and because the period for seeking court review 

of the decision has expired and there are no allowed dalms. 

. 7. □ The reason(s) below: 



Petitions to revive under 37 CFR 1 .137(a) or (b), or requests to withdraw the holdlno of abandonment under 37 CFR 1.181. should be promotly filed to 
minimize any negative effects on patent term. . 

U.S. Patent and Trademark ORiee — ^ ^ 

PTOL-U32 (Rev. 04-01) Notice of Abandonment Part of Paper No. 17 
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United States Patent and Trademark OmcE 



UNITED STAl^ DEPARTMBNT OF COMMBRCE 
United SttXta Patent and Tnideaiark Office 
AOdxtt: OOMSaSS lONER FOR PATEMTS 
P.aBas 1453 

Aki&aiHi. Vo^tnia 22313.1450 



APFUCATICWNO. 



FIUNODATE T 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



I ArrOaKgyPOCKETNO. CONFmMATTONNO. j 



09/464^5 



12/16/1999 



WILLEM BULTHUIS 



7590 06/22/2004 

ALGY TAMOSHUNAS 
CORPORATE PATENT COUNSEL 
US PHILIPS CORPORATION 
580 WHITE PLAINS ROAD 
TARRYTOWN, NY 10591 



C 



PHA-23.875 



8178 



EXAMI?^ 



D AGOSTA. STEPHEN M 



2683 

DATE MAILED: 06^22/2004 



J 



[ ART UNIT I PAPER NXJMBER | 



Please find below and/or attached an OfHce communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



RECEIVED 

JUN 3 0 Z004 

jBchnology Center 2600 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 
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Intersfiew Summary 


Application No. 

09/464.855 


Appl]cant{s) 
BULTMUIS ET AL. 


Examiner 

Stephen M. D'Agosta 


Art Unit 

2683 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representatve. PTO personnel): 
(1 ) Stephen M. D'Aaosta . (3) 



f2> Kevin Fortin (408-474-9071) , (4) . , 

Date of Interview: 4-20-04 <S 4-26-04 . 

Type: a)K Telephonic b)Q Video Conference 

c)n Personal [copy given to: 1)0 applicant 2)[3 applicants representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)^ Yes e)Q No, 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed; . 

Identification of prior art discussed: . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)[Z\ was reached. g)n was not reached. h)n N/A. 



Substance of interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed. APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See 
Summary of Record of Interview requirernerrts on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Cfnce action. 



Examlrier's sigrrbture, if required 



us. Patent and Trademarh Oft\ ce 
PT0L^13(Rev. 04^03) 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 17 
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Summary of Record of Interview Reqidrements 
Manual of Palsnt Examining Procedure fMPEPX Section 713.04, Substance of Intervlow Must t9 Mado of R«cord 

A oomplsts wrfttBR slatemenl as to the sut}Si8noe of any f8oe4o-race, video conference, or telephone Intervlaw with regard to an apptication must be made of record in the 
appGcaiton whether or not an agreement wKh the examher was reached at the Interview. 

TKle 37 Codfr of Foderal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where reoonsldaration Is requested in view of an httarview with an eKaminer. a complete written statement of the reasons pnesanled at the interview as 
warranting favorable edlon must bo filed by the applicant An intenriew does not remove the neoess^ for reply to Office action as spedricd In §§ 1 .11 1 . 1 .1 35. p5 U.S.C 132) 

37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted bn writing. 
Al business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of appBcants or thei r attorneys or agents at the Patent and 
Trademaric Offlca Is unnecessary. The action of tt« Patent and Trademark Offico will bo based exclusively on the written record In the Offlce No attention will be paid to 
any a Begad oral promise, stipulation, or understandng in retafton to which there Is disaeresment or doubt 



The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exdusivaly on the written record In the Office If that record is Itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of Interviews. 

It is ttie responaibliity of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an Interview of record \n the application fiie» unless 
the examiner indicates he or she will do so. it Is the examiner's responsibility to sea that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 
which bear directly on the question of patentability. 

Examiners must complaite an Intervtew Summary Fonm for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussad during the 
interview by ctiecking the approprtate boxes and filling in the t>lanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to rsslriction 
requirements for which Intervlev/ recordation is otherwise provided for In Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or poinlinQ 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interviev/ recordation procedures below. Where the 
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summaiy Record ia required. 

The (nterview Summary Fonm shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and Bsted on the 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given fo the applicant (or attomey or agent) at the 
conclusion of tt)e intervlBw. In the case of a lelepfione or video-conference interview, tt^ copy Is mailed to the appltaanf s correspondence address 
either with or prior to the next official communteaUon. if additional correspondence from the examiner Is not likely before an aJlowance or if other 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the neart official communication. 

The Fomn provides for recordation of the fbltowing infomiatlon: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- N»ne of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of Interview 

- Type of Interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of par1idpant(s> (applicant, attomey or agent, examiner, olher PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An Indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration corKlucted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An Indication whether an agreement was reached and rf so, a description of the genera! nature of the agreement (may be by 
attachment of a copy of anf*endments or claims agreed as being aficwable). Note: Agreement as to eHowabilily is tenlalivo and does 
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. 

- The signature of the examiner who cor>ducted the interview (tf Form is not an attachment to a signed Office actkin) 

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the Interview of each case. It 
should be noted, however, that the interview Summary Fbrni will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the Interview 
unless it ir>cludes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to tndude, all of tt>e applicable items required below concerning the 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any Interview should indude at least the following applicable Items: 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exNblt shown or any demonstration conducted, 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identifi cation of the specific prior art discussed, 

4) an identification of tt^ principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already desaibed on the 
Interview Summary Fomn connpleted by the Examiner. 

5) a brief Identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner, 

(The Identification of argunr»ents need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or Mghly detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments Is sufficieni if the general nature or thrust of the prindpai arguments made to the 
examiner can be understood In the context of the application file. Of courae, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully 
describe those arguments which he or she teels were or might be persuasive to Ihe examiner.) 

6) a general Indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

7) tf appropriate, the general results or outcome of the Interview unless already described In the Inten/iew Summary Fomi completBd by 
the examiner. 

Exami neia are expected to carefuUy review the applicant's record of the sut>stanoe of an inten/iew. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, the examiner will gh^e the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

If the clalnrts are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 
statement attrtouted to hin or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner shouM place the JndicaUon, "Intan/iew Record OK" on the 
paper recorffing the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's Initlats. 
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Continuation Sheet {PTOL-413) 



Application No. (»/464,855 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: No response has been received by the patent office with regard to 
the non-final action sent 1-30-03 so the application has gone abandon. The examiner spoke to the applicant's attorney 
who Informed the examiner that a response had been sent on/about 4/30/03. The examiner left a voicemail for the 
attorney infomiing him that an abandonment will be Issued and that they can petition to revive the case (based on 
having a "transmittal receipt" from the USPTO showing that we had received the action). . 




WILLIAM TROST 
SUPEFWISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CEffTEH 2600 
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, 84/38/83 14:4l;ZB a,PfO-> eB4 493 BTBT Ri,,^ 

TOrAuto-repIy fax to «04 0707 COMPANY: ^ 



Auto-Repfy FacsimUe Transmission 




United States 
Patent AisfD 
Tradem ark Office 



TO: 

Fax Inf omtation 
Date Received: 
Total Pages: 



Fax Seixter at 804 493 j0707 



4/30/D3 2:33:32 P/W {EasJem Daylight Timel 
8 (inctudfng cover page) 



fycsimtle tmnsnnsstonfs^ce^^^^^^^j^ receipt In me unlikely event that pmof of this 



Received 
Cover 
Page 



Sn«-463-O707 



IN IHE U>nTEI> STA-TOS PAT^r AND OH /t^K 

■bte Vp^caikaWnaUitiiKetia ,v- . 

1. RfnMriti.'fHumiigAiifistt^ 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Ji re Application of Bulthuis et al Atty Docket No • PH A st< 

Senal No.: 09/464^ - ^ ^^'^^^ 

Filed: 16.Dec.1999 ^ 
Title: HAND.EAR USER INl^RFACE FOR hJ^^S) DeI^CE 

Honorable Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Ajnendment/Rftply to CifRcf. ArH»« 

Sir 

m response to the non-final Office action of 30 January 2003, please amend the 
above referenced application as follows and reconsider the application in light of the 

following remarks. 

This paper includes (each beginnmg on a separate sheet): 

!♦ Amendments to the claims; and 
2, Remarks/Discussion of issues. 



PHA 23,875 Amendment I 

30 April 2003 
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Amendments to the Clflims 
This listing of claims replaces all prior versions, and listings, of claims in the application. 

1. (Currently amended) An information processing device comprising a iiser-int«rfece for 
enabling a user to interact with the device, the device comprising: 

- a navigating input for enabling the user to navigate in a set of options; 

- a memory enabhng the user to store m audio infonnation »^n^«p or.H.«f> 
each option f ile roproDontnlivP of a apooiC u o ne of the set of options; 

- a feedback output to provide a first type and a second tvp . ..,aJ^, 
feedback information to the user in resnon.^ th. navigating .np,.. abe« 
e ach rospoctivo aolooUiblo ono of tho options , 

the first type of auditory feedback comprising a play out of the audio 
ipfprmation cprrpspond ing to a curr ent oorinn of th. set of ontinnc, 
indicated by the navisatinnnpnt fte^adi^ when the user is navigating at 
a first speed, H nd to pro^ido a r r poond dif T oimt of ggid itui ) ftc dbu u k 
iaf^ mation to tho uoor 

■ the second type of a^ditorv frrribRrk indicatinp nT,l y a nroPr^..ion . 

next current option of the set o f options hs mdicaf^ hv th. n avi^atfnfx inp„. 
nbn nt on oh ro .^jt tliv n n Hf.n>,.1,|i, uiit ufi L t u|jtioi u when the user is navigating 

at a second, faster speed th..firntnnd tl Kju^y ul uuditoi^ 

fon dh nn k nnol i hmig u a n n f n v oi c e uuip m- n n di blo diol u u i p 1 n)>infe of pu Ki o n 
of an aud ie-fite; 

- a validating input to enable the user to select the current option based on the 
provided feedback information. 

2. (Original) The device of claim 1 . wherein the navigating input comprises a manual 
iiiput. 



3. (Original) The device of claim 1, wherein the validating input comprises a manual 
input 



PHA 23,S75 Amendment 9 

^ 30 April 2003 
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4. (Original) The device of claim 2, wherein the manual input enables stepping through 
the set of options. 



5. (CanceUed). 

6. (Original) TTie device of claim 1 . wherein the navigation input enables the user to scan 
an at least partly linear array of options. 

7. (Original) The device of claim 1. wherein the navigation input enables the user to scan 
an at least partly circular array of options. 

8. (Cancelled) 

9. (Cuirently amended) The device of claim 1. comprising a mobile communication 
apparatus-(We). . 

10. (Original) The device of claim 9, comprising a wireless email terminal for operating 
with an application server for text-to-speech conversion. 

1 1- (Cuirently amended) The device of claim 1, comprising a computer-^00). 

12. (Currently amended) The device of claim 1. comprising an apparatus for play-out of 
music files (300) . 

13. (Currently amended) The device of claim 12, wherein the respective a«dite*y 
feedbaefc WdiQ infoimation comprises a respective introductory portion of a respective 
one of the music files. 



14. (Original) The device of claim 1. comprising a remote control device for consumer 
appliances. 



PHA 23,875 Amendment 1 

30 April 2003 
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15. (Currently Amended) A method of enabling a user to inte,^ with an information 
processing device, the method comprising: 

- enabUng the user to navigate among a set of options; 

- enabling the user to store m audio information r.rr^^.^;^^ ^ ,p^.„^ 

fib roprooouta U v n of a jpc cli it u n n of the set of options; 

- providing a first type of auditory feedback information to the user about each 
respective selectable one of the setof options, the first type of auditory 
feedback comprising a play out of the audio mformation corxesnnnrii.g tntK. 
resp ective seleofaMe one of t he set of op tions «e when the user is navigating 
at a fim speedy and 

- providing a second different type of auditory feedback information to the user 
fhe second type of auditory feedb.rlr indirntin. onW . p ^r"-- - n nnrt ' 
respective selectable one of the ,et of op tions n h n ut .n oh roapc ui , u 
n nlr nf nbln n uc of t ht optio ns when the user is navigating at a second, faster 
difforont speed; and 

- enabling the user to validate a current one of the options based on the 
provided feedback information for accessing the selectable one of the options. 

16. (Original) The method of claim 15. wherein at least a sub-set of the options is 
arranged to be navigated sequentially. 

17. (Original) The method of claim 15. wherem at least a sub-set of the options is 
arranged to be navigated in a circular fashion. 

18. (Cancelled) 

19. (Currently amended) The method of claim 15 wherein: 

- the device comprises a telephone-(WO); and 

- the set of options comprises telephone extensions. 
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20. (Currently amended) The method of claim 15 wherein: 

- the device is capable of email communication-fSO©).; and 

- the set of options comprises email addresses. 

21. (Currently amended) The method of claim 15, wherein: 

- the device comprises an audio play-out fiinctionality-(a00); and 

" ^"dio infomiatioTi corresponding, to onr or mn». nffU. set of options comprises 
respective introductory portions of respective audio files. 

22. (Original) The method of claim 15, wherein: 

- the device comprises a remote control device; and 

- the set of options comprises a control code for a consumer appliance. 

23. (Currently amended) The information processing device of claim 1, wherein the audio 
^formation comprises at least one recorded user-spoken woixi nncooiafd witL 

option . 

24. (Currently amended) THe information processing device of claim 9. wherein the audio 
file mfiansatioa comprises at least one recorded user-spoken word associated with a 

telephone extension. 

25. (Currently amended) The information processing device of claim 10, wherein the 
audio file information comprises at least one recorded user-spoken word associated with 
an email address. 



26. (Currently amended) The method of claim 19, wherein the audio file infstmati^ 
comprises at least one recorded user-spoken word associated with one of the telephone 

extensions. 
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REMARKS 

Claims 1-4, 6-7, 9-17, and 19-26 are pending in this application. 

The Examiner has rejected: 

claims 1-4, 6-7, 9. 11, 15-17. 19. 21 , 23. 24, and 26 under 35 U.S.C. 
1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Ohashi et al. (USP 5,48 1 ,595, hereinafter Ohashi) in 
view of Kowalsld (USP 5.095.503). Itoh et al. (USP 6,205,427, hereinafter Itoh). Nuovo 
et al. (USP 6,097,964, hereinafter Nuovo). and Tuoriniemi et al. (USP 5,978,689. 
hereinafter Tuoriniemi); 

claims 10, 20, and 25 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ohashi, Kowalski, Itoh, and Nuovo. in view of Macor (USP 5,901,222) and Schwelb et 
al. (USP 5,950,123. hereinafter Schwelb); 

claims 12-13 under 35 US.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ohashi. 
Kowalski, Itoh, and Nuovo, in view of Lemaire et al. (USP 5.444,768. hereinafter 
Lemaire); and 

claims 14 and 22 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ohashi, Kowalski, Itoh, and Nuovo, in view of ArgyitJudis et al. (USP 5,748,104, 
hereinafter Argyroudis). 

The Applicants respectfiilly traverse these rejections. 

The Applicants teach and specificaUy claim an information processing device 
and method of interacting with such a device, that provides two distinct types of auditory 
feedback, depending upon the speed at which a user navigates through a set of options 
At a fast speed, the auditory feedback indicates only that the user has navigated to a next 
option in the set of options; at a slower speed, the auditory feedback conveys information 
that is related to the particular current opUon. 

Neither Ohashi, Kowalski. Itoh. Nuovo, Tuoriniemi, Macor, Schwelb, Lemaire 
nor Argyroudis. individually or collectively, teaches or suggests a speed-dependent 
feedback that conveys either an indication of a progression to a next option, or 
information related to the current option, depending upon whether the user is navigating 
through a set of options at a fast or slower speed. 

The Examiner relies upon Ohashi for teaching navigation through a set of 
telephone nmnbers and receiving audito^^ feedback corresponding to each selection. The 
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Applicants concur that Ohashi teaches the conventional scheme of providiog feedback 
corresponding to each selection of an option, and also concurs with the Examiner's 
conclusion that Ohashi does not teach speed-dependent feedback, nor the use of two 
different types of feedback. 

The Examiner rehes upon Itch for teaching speed-dependent feedback. Itoh 
teaches a system that plays back a voice-synthesis of a text file at selectable speeds. The 
Applicants respectfully suggest that the Examiner is using impermissible hindsight 
reconstruction to combine Itoh with Ohashi. Ohashi's application does not involve voice 
synthesis of a text Gle, and Itoh's appUcation does not involve navigating through a set of 
selectable options. In the interest of advancing prosecution in this case, however, 
assuming in argument that one of ordinary skill in the art might be lead to combine Itoh's 
invention with Ohashi, the result of this combination would be a system that played-back 
Ohashi's option-information at different speeds. As taught by Itoh, if the user selects a 
faster speed, the information is merely presented at a faster rate. As the Examiner notes, 
Itoh's invention is typical of the conventional scheme used in playback devices for 
presenting information at a faster speed. There is no suggestion in either Itoh nor Ohashi 
that a selection of a faster speed should not present the uiformation at a faster speed, but 
rathCT, as taught by the AppUcants, present different auditory feedback that merely 
indicates a progression to the next option. 

The Examiner reUes upon the examiner's Nokia cell phone and the teachings of 
Tuoriniemi for providing audible feedback (tones, beeps, etc.) at each pressing of a 
telephone key. The Applicants respectfully note, however, that the examiner's current 
Nokia cell phone is an inappropriate prior-art reference in the context of 35 U.S.C. 
103/102. Tuoiniemi teaches providing auditory feedback for each key-pressing to provide 
the user assurance that the key-pressing was detected by the telephone instrument. The 
Applicants respectfully note that presenting different auditory information as a function 
of the speed at which the user presses each key is inconsistent witii the teachings of 
Tuoriniemi, because the proper operation of a telephone, and the feedback indicative of 
such proper operation, should not be dependent upon the speed at which a user enters the 
keys. 
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Because neither Ohashi, Kowalski, Itoh, Nuovo, Tuoriniemi, Macor, Schwelb, 
Lemaire, nor Aigyroudis, individually or collectively, teach or suggest a speed-dependent 
feedback that conveys either an indication of a progression to a next option, or 
information related to the current option, depending upon whether the user is navigating 
through a set of options at a fast or slower speed, and because the combination of the 
teachings of Ohashi, Kowalski, Itoh, Nuovo, Tuoriniemi, Macor, Schwelb, Lemaire, or 
Argyroudis wiU not result in the Applicant's invention, and because the combination of 
the teachings of Ohashi, Itoh, and Tuoriniemi is inconsistent with the teachings of one or 
more of the teachings of Ohashi, Itoh, and Tuoriniemi, die Applicants respectfully 
maintain that the Examiner's rejections of the Applicants' claims based on the 
combinations of these references is inappropriate and will not result in the Applicants' 
invention, absent the Applicants' teachings. 

hi view of the foregoing, the Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner 
withdraw the rejections of record, allow all the pendmg claims, and find the present 
application to be in condition for allowance. If any points remain in issue that may best 
be resolved through a personal or telephonic interview, the Examiner is respectfully 
requested to contact the undersigned at die telephone number listed below. 



Respectfully submitted. 




Robert M. McDermott, Esq, 
Reg. No. 41,508 
804-493-0707 

^ CEBTinCATE OF MABLmC OR TRANSMISSION 

It b bercbjr certtlled that; on Hit: date shown below, this correspoiidfwce is beloK: 

I J depostted wMli the United Stales FostaJ Service wHh sufflclait postaae as ilnt-elaaa nail in an 
to: ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS. WASHINCTON, DC ^l. ""^ """^P* 

tX| transmitted by focsinifle to tlie United States Patent and IrademarlLOme a <ft tm^ht^M ] ^ 

On 30 April 2003 By 
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